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The undersigned hereby ceni fics that the forcgoine documents were sent via facsimile to the following- Assis 
Commissioner for Patents, Washington, D.C. 20231, Examiner I. Park at (703) 746-7238 on Fcb. wv 4, 2 f 
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RESPONS E TO NOTIFICATION n w TSiny^rv^ pf 1 ^jVTF 
WITH TRF. RFQfllRFMyiM rg nf? ^ rTRXVY^ 

Assistant Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Dear Sir: 

Appellants respectfully traverse the assertion by the Examiner that the Appeal Brief filed on 
October 23, 2002 is not compliant with the requirements of37 CFR 1 .192(c). In particular, Table I 
on pn fi o 1 8 of the Appeal Brief clearly shows that Group 3 is based upon nrgumenl items 6 and 7 
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whereas Group 4 is based upon argument items 6, 7 and 8. As staled on page 19, lines 3-6 of the 
Appeal Brief, the rejection of Group 3 may be upheld if the arguments for items 6 and 7 are found 
unpersuasivc and at the same time Group 4 may be found allowable if tho argument for item 8 is 
found persuasive. Furthermore, tho five groupings in the Appeal Brief basically follow (he four 
different grounds of rejection created by the Examiner, wherein claim 3 (Group 3) stands rejected 
upon a diffcrc.it ground than claims 16-20 (Group 4). Therefore, the Appeal Brief does provided 
reasoning why Groups 3 and 4 do not fall together per 37 CFR 1.192(c). As such, Appellants 
respectfully request that the assertion of non-compliance with 37 CFR 1.192(c) be withdrawn and 
that the Appeal Brief be accepted as originally filed. 

Respectfully submitted, 

RcgislrationNNo, 42,829 
Dated; Febnia^^JOM 

c/oPcleP. Scott 

Intellectual Property Law Department 
LSI Logic Corporation 
M/SD-106 

1551 McCarthy Boulevard 
Milpilas, CA 95035 
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